February 1 , 1970 


Dear Harold, (cc:GRS) 

Your 1/29 received. 

Suggestions on Navy files at Archives on separate page. That's the only 
project I can think of offhand. 

The pages I sent you from CD 75 (synopsis) are not withheld. Of course, 
many of the pages in this CD are. I remind you that you have our cross-index 
(part sent to you a couple of weeks ago, plus the whole thing, sent May 1968 ) , 
the index itself, the list of pages I have from it, the list of published pages, 
and the list of withheld pages. As a check, the following are the pages you 
ma J want copied - that is, they are unpublished, available, and not already 
on hand: 

2,6, 7-10, 14-6, 19-26, 28-9, 33, 37-9, 68-73, 78, 80, 84, 88-93, 98, 

105, 108-11, 113-22, 124-6, 129-32, 134-6, 139-45, 159, 167-9, 186-7, 324-5, 

392 - 8 , 460, 468-70, 478-85, 492-505, 521-3, 525-31, 532-3, 536 , 540, 552 - 67 , 

617 - 20 , 630 - 50 , 655 - 9 , 670 , 713 - 33 , 739-start of index. 

In considering the names on the withheld pages, recall that the subject 
of the report is quite properly not indexed. So, try adding LHO whenever you 
want. 

I agree that DeB is important. Also, do we know much about Kaack? He 
did not testify, and did not sign an affidavit for CD 825. 

I agree that Joyner does not seem worth pursuing. If I called it CD 516, 
instead of SS 516, it was just a typo. 

My comments about a letter from Mankiewitz in TMO were in error, I was 
thinking of a letter in the May 1966 issue from "Wes Barthelmes, Press Assistant 
to Senator Robert F. Kennedy." The point of the letter was to protest a brief 
editorial criticizing RFK for being too tame a war critic, with a photo of 
him being friendly to LBJ . "Dissent certainly does not preclude the common 
politeness of greeting the President . . . . " What is odd is that such a letter 
would be written in the first place, and the first sentecpe: "Your April, 1966 
issue was stimulating, in keeping with previous issues. However.,,." The 
most prominent article in the April issue was Salandria's "definitive evidence 
that more than one person assassinated President Kennedy. " 

The card file we had previously discussed was for CD 75* It was not clear 
what you suggested to be done. 

I would like to hang on to "Red Friday" for a while, but if you haven't 
gotten the copy you ordered by the end of the week or so I will send mine. 

To take advantage of a temporary special rate, I am getting 10 copies of 
both FM's. This will be one for Mary, Dick, maybe Gary, maybe Hal, maybe myself, 
and the rest for you. 

On Alba, I have two new things, probably mentioned in a confused fashion in 
my last mailing. Klein's did check for other orders from LHO/Hidell, finding 
none (CE 2957), and (from my notes, comfirmation pending) a coupon from the 6/63 
AR was found at the Paine's (FBI D-85; CD 578). We should try to match the 
edges on this with the mag from Alba's. I can't locate the latter in the FR list, 
and here is something you might be able to get the Archives to do: the pages on 
the FBI lab exam of these 7 mags should give an identification number (Q or D or C 
or the like), with which the Arhives could find the mags or ru n conclude that the 
FBI still had them. However, this page' is CD 7» p. 329, which is withheld, 
probably because of what is continued from the previous page. Suggest that Johnson 
look on this page after you ask him to find the mags. In response to your comments: 
on 11/23 DeB might not have known that a June 1963 order blank could not have 
been used for the rifle. Is it strange that on November there was still an 
identifiable print? I would like to see the FBI lab report. Your explanation 
for the SS taking only two mags is plausible, but the SS report (CE 3119) sounds 
as if this permission was granted before the SS saw the mags at all. No indication 
why the SS was interested in these or if they did any examinations of them. I sent 
my memo to Dick, and will keep him informed. We have some more relevant material 
on order. If you have a chance, look at the Alba name file. If there is an 
identif cation of the mystery visitor, we should be getting it from the McNeil name 
file. CD 75*263 may be relevant. 

Sincerely, 

fUi 



